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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



GARY R. LOVER 

225 5 f* Street, NE 
Washington, D.C. 20019 



Plaintiff, 



V. 



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

441 4* Street, NW 

Washington, D.C. 20001 

Serve: 

Mayor Anthony Williams 

Attorney General Robert J. Spagnoletti 

and 



CASE KUKBER 1:06CV01872 

JUDGE: Henry H. Kermsdy 

DECK TYPE: Civil Rights (non-employment) 

BATE STAMP: 31/02/2006 



CHIEF CHARLES H. RAMSEY 
Metropolitan Police Department 
300 Indiana Ave., NW 
Washington, D.C, 20001 
individually and in his official capacity, 

OFFICER ANTHONY MANLEY, ,- 
Metropolitan Police Department 

individually and in his official capacity, 

and 

SERGEANT NEILL, 
Metropolitan Pbiice Department 
individually and in his official capacity, 

and 

SERGEANT SLOAN, 
Metropolitan Police Department 
individually and in his official capacity, 

and 
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OFFICER ABD ALL A, 

Metropolitan Police Department 
individually and in his official capacity, 

and 

DETECTIVE HENDRICKS, 
Metropolitan Police Department 

indiyidually and in his official capacity, 

and 

OTHER UNNAMED OFFICERS, 
Metropolitan Police Department 
individually and 
ill their official capacities, 

Defendants. 



VERIFIED COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Gary R. Lover, Plaintiff, by and through his attorney, Brian K. Mc Daniel, Esq. and 
McDaniel and Associates, P. A., brings this action against the Defendants, Chief Charles 
H. Raiiisey, the District of Colnmbia, Officer Anthony Manley, Sergeant Neiil, Sergeant 
Sloan, Officer Abdalla, Detective Hendricks, and other unknown police officers^ allegitig 
the following: 

L JUSRIDICTION AND VENUE 
1 , This action, arises under the Constitution of the United States, the Civil Rights Act, 42 
U.S.C. § 1983; the laws of the District of Columbia, particularly D.C. Code §§ 12-301 
and 12-309, and the common law. 

2. ' The jtirisdictiori of this coxjrt is invoked under the provisions of 28 U.S.C. §§ 12-301 
■and 12^309, and the common law. 
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3. On September 19, 2006, Plaintiff, pursuant to DC. Code § 12-309 pTOvided witten 
notice to Defendant, the District of Columbia, of his intent to sue based on the incident 
which is the basis of this complaint. Attachment to this complaint is a true copy of this 
notice. 

4. Venue is placed in the District of Columbia because that is where the Plaintiff resides, 
where Defendants are employed, and w^here the events complained of occurred. 

II- PARTIES 

5. Plaintiff is now, and at all times relevant to this claim, has been a resident of the 
District of Columbia. 

6. Defendant^ Officer Anthony M^ley, who is sued m his individual and official 
capacities, is now, and was at all relevant times, an officer of the District of Columbia 
Metropolitan Police Department, 

7. Defendant, Sergeant Neill, who is sued in his individual and official capacities, is 
how, and was at all relevant times, an officer of the District of Columbia Metropolitan 
Police Department. 

8. Defendant, Sergeant Sloan, who is sued in his individual and official capacities, is 
now, and was at all relevant times, an officer of the District of Columbia Metropolitan 
Police Department. 

9. Defendant, Officer Abdalla, who is sued in his individual and official capacities, is 
now, and was at all relevant times, an officer of the District of Columbia Metropolitan 
Police Department. 



Case 1 :06-cv-01 872-JdHK-DAR Document 1 Filed 1 1/a^/2006 Page 4 of 1 5 

Y^^S i '] 

10. Defendant, Detective Hendricks, who is sued in his individual and official Gapacities, 
is now, and was at all relevant times, an officer of the District of Columbia Metropolitan 
Police Department, 

1 1 . Defendants, other unnamed Officers, who are sued in their individual and official 
capacities, eno now, and were at all relevant tinies, officers of the District of Columbia 
Metropolitan Police Department, 

12. Defendant, Chief Charles Ramsey, who is sued in both his individual and official 
capacities, is now, and was at ail relevant times. Chief of the District of Columbia 
Metropolitan Police Departmerit. Chief Ramsey has ultimate supervisory responsibility 
for the District of Columbia Metropolitan Police Department. 

13. At all times relevant to this action, the Defendant Police Officers and Chief were 
acting under color of law under their authority as Police Officers of the District of 
Columbia, and imder color of the statutes, ordinances, regulations, policies, customs and 
usage of the District of Colimibia, 

14. Defendant, the District of Columbia, is a municipality that owns, operates, manages, 
directs, and controls the District of Columbia Metropolitan Police Department 
(hereinafter "MPD") and is being sued for the unlawful actions of the MPD. 

IIL STATEMENT OF FACTS 

15. Plaintiff, Gary R. Lover, lives at 225 51st Street, NE, Washington, DC, 20019. 

16. Oti Septettiber 2, 2006 was standing outside his building with several other persons 
when he was approached by numerous police officers including Officer Arttiiony Manley. 

17. Officer Manley instructed Mr. Lover to place his hands on the building where 
Officer Manley proceeded to search Mr. Lover. 
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1:8. After Officer Manley' s initial search turned up no contraband Officer Manley 
grabbed Mr. Lover's arm and forcefully lead him into the building at 225 5 1st Street, 

19. Once inside the building, over Mr, Lover's initial and continued objection to any 
invasive search by Officer Manley, the officer did digitally penetrate the anus of Mr. 
Lover for a significant period of tiitie. 

20. The aforementioned search was conducted absent probable cause to believe Mr, 
Lover was engaged in any illegal activity^ 

21 . This personal intrusion was conducted in a public area and in the presence of the 
other officers named in this complaint. 

22. This invasive search yielded no contraband thus lacking any reason to, MPD or its 
ofiBcers never took into custody or arrested Mr. Lover. 

23. As, a result of this abhorrent act, Mr. Lover has experienced and continues to 
experience both physical and emotional trauma. 

IV. FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

Civil Rights Claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

24- Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-23 of this compliant, though fully set forth 
herfe. 

25. At no time relevant to this action did Mr. Lover engage in any criminal act. 

26. At no time relevant to this action did the Of&cers have probable cause to detain, 
search or arrest Mr. Lover. 

27. The Officers, as MPD Officers, had a duty to protect Mr. Lover from the deprivation 
of his rights by Officer Anthony Manley. 
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28. Officer Anthony Manley's act of digitally penetrating the anus and otherwise 
injuring Mr. Lover, and other unnamed MPD Officer's acts of providing support and 
assistance to Officer Manley and failing to protect Mr. Lover, directly and proximately 
subjected Mr. Lover to the deprivation of his rights guaranteed by the United States 
Constitution and 42 U.S.C, § 1983 in the following ways: 

a. The detention of Mr. Lover in order to conduct the digital penetration of Mr. 
Lover's anus without probable cause to do so by Officer Manley and other 
unnamed MPD officers deprived Mr. Lover of his right to be secure in his person 
from unreasonable seizures in violation of the Fourth Amendment. 

b. The digital penetration of the anus of Mr. Lovef by Officer Manley without 
probable cause to do so deprived Mr. Lover of his right to be secure in his person 
from unreasonable searches in violation of the Fourth Amendment. 

c. The digital penetration of the anus of Mr. Lover by Officer Manley deprived 
Mr. Lover of his right to liberty without due process of law, in violation of the 
Fifth. Amendment. 

d. The detention of Mr. Lover in order to conduct the digital penetration of Mr. 
Lover's anus without probable cause to do so by Officer Manley and other 
unnamed MPD officers deprived Mr. Lover of his right to peaceably assemble in 
violation of the First Amendment. 

29. At all relevant times. Defendant Officers: 

a. wore the apparel of the District of Coluitibia MPD; 

b. used the resources and property of the MPD; 

c. were on active duty as Officers of the MPD; 
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d. acted imder their authority as officers of the MP0; and 

e. a<;ted under the color of law, statute, ordinance^ regulation, custom and usage of 
the District of Columbia. 

30. The Officers knew and intended or should have known that their acts would violate 
Mr. Lover's Constitutional rights. 

3 1 . Plaintiff, Mr. Lover, is therefore entitled to money damages pursuant to 42 U.S. C. § 
1983 to compensate him for his injuries and for the violation of his Constitutional and 
civil rights. 

32. Mr, Lover is further entitled to punitive damages to punish the Officers for their 
knowing and intentional misconduct in violating his Constitutional rights. 

V, SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

Assault 

33. Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-32 of this complaiiit, as though fully set forth 
here. 

34. Plaintiff was in fear of imminent bodily harm when Officer Manley led him into the 
building at 225 ST^ Street, when Officer Manley lowered his pants and underclothes to 
his ankles and began to spread his buttocks and indicated the he was going to conduct a 
cavity search. 

35. Officer Anthony Manley intentionally threatened Mi. Lover with inuninent bodily 
harm when he indicated he would conduct a cavity search if Mr. Lover did not produce 
any contraband Mr. Lover was being accused of possessing, 

36. Due notice under all applicable statutes has been given to defendants. 
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37. The actions of the District of Columbia aire the direct cause of the injuries described 
above. Mr. Lover is entitled to special damages which include paiii and suffering, future 
pain and suffering and emotional trauma. 

38. The intentional and malicious actions of Officer Anthony Manley and other named 
and unnamed MPD Officers are the direct cause for the injuries described above. Mr, 
Lover is entitled to punitive damages and special damages, including pain and sufferings 
and emotional trauma, 

VI, THIRD CAUSE QF ACTION 
Battery 

39. Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-38 of this complaint, as though fully set forth 
■ here. 

40. MPD Officers engaged in harmful and offensive contact of Mr. Lover by digitally 
penetrating his anus and otherwise injuring him without probable cause to search. 

41. The actions of Officer Manley caused Mr. Lover serious physical and emotional 
itijuries. 

42. Due notice under all applicable statutes has been given to defendants. 

43. The actions of the District of Columbia are the direct cause of the injuries described 
above. Mr. Lover is entitled to special damages which include pain and strfferiiig, future 
pain atid suffering and emotional trauma. 

44. The intentional and mahcious actions of Officer Anthony Manley and other named 
and unnamed MPD Officers are the direct cause for the injuries described above. Mr. 
Lover is entitled to punitive damages and special damages, including pain and suffering, 
and emotional trauma. 
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VIL FOURTH CAUSJE OF ACTION 
Conspiracy - Police Officers 

45. Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-44 of this complaint, as though fully set forth 
here, 

46. Officers Anthony Manley and other Officers nained and unnamed in this complaint, 
by their actions and through common design on September 2, 2006 unlawfully conspired 
to assault and battter Mr, Lover. 

47. As a result of the conspiracy, Mr. Lover suffered physical and emotional injury and 
was deprived of his Constitutional and common law rights, 

48. Mr. Lover is therefore entitled to monetary damages to compensate him for all of his 
injuries. 

Vra, FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Negligenee - Police Officers 

49. Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-48 of this complaint, as though fully set forth 
here. 

50. On September 2, 2006, Officers Anthony Manley and other Officers named and 
unnamed in this complaint, during the course arid scope of their employment by the 
District of Columbia, negligently caused the assault and battery of Mr. Lover. 

$L The officers had a continuous duty to exercise due care in the arrest of Mr. Lover to 

insure that he was not subjected to unnecessary injury, 

52. Defendant's breached their duty of due care and negligently caused injury to Mr, 

Lover. 
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53. As a result of Officers' actions, Mr. Lover suffered and continues to suffer from 
emotional distress and psychological trauma, 

54. Mr. Lover is therefore entitled to recover money damages to compensate for his pain 
and suffering and emotional distress which the Officers negUgently inflicted on him; 

IX. SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
False Imprisonment - Police Officers 

55. Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-54 of this complaint, as though fully set forth 
here, 

56. Defendant Officers did intentionally obstruct and detain Mr. Lover, over his 
continual objection, when they lead him into the building at 225 51^^ Street, placed him 
the spread eagle position, and began to remove his clothing in preparation for a cavity 
searcli. 

57. Mr. Lover reasonably believed that it would be dangerous for him to attempt to flee 
in light of the presence of four MPD officers in this location while this detention was 
taking place. 

58. Defendant Officers should, therefore^ be held liable for the false detention of Mr. 
Lover and pay appropriate damages for the violation of his Constitutional and coinmon 
law rights V 

IX. SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

Respondetit Superior - District of Columbia 

59. Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-58 of this complaint, as though fully set forth 
here. 
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60. At all relevant times during the circumstanGes described in this complaint, the 
Officers were acting within the scope of their official duty as Police Officers and 
employees of the District of Columbia. 

61 . The District of Columbia should, therefore, be held liable for the common law claims 
against the Defendant Officers and pay appropriate damages to Mr. Lover. 

X. EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

Negligent Training and Supervision - 
District of Columbia and Chief Charles Ramsey 

62. Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-61 of this cGmplaint, as though fully set forth 
here. , 

63 . On or before or before September 2, 2006, the District of Columbia and the MPD 
Chief Charles Ramsey were under a duty to properly train, supervise, investigate and 
correct improper actions of MPD Officers. 

64. The District of Columbia and Chief Ramsey, recklessly and without regard for the 

: rights of others; breached their duty to properly train, supervise, investigate and correct 
the. improper actions of its employee Police Officers. 

65. The District of Columbia's and Chief Ramsey's disregard for the rights of others, in 
particular those of Mr. Lover, was the direct and proximate cause of the substantial 
injuries Mr. Lover sustained. 

66: As a result of the District of Columbia's and Chief Ramsey's failxire to act, Mr, 
Lover suffered from pain aiid suffering, emotional trauma, extreme hxmiiliation, and 
deprivation of his Constitutional and civil rights. 
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67. Mr, Lovef is therefore entitled to money damages to compensate for all of his 

' iryuries. 

XL NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Gary Lover - Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress 

68. Plaintiff hereby reasserts paragraphs 1-67 of this complaint, as though folly set forth 
here, 

69. Defendant Officers assaulted and battered Mr. Lover intentionally and acted with 
intentional and/or reckless disregard of his rights. 

70. As a result of the Defendant Officers' intentional and/or reckless acts, Mr. Lover 
suffered, and continues to suffer severe emotional distress 

71 . Mr. Lover is therefore, entitled to monetary damages to compensate him for his 
emotional injury. 

72. Mr. Lover is further entitled to an award of punitive damages to punish the Officers 
for their willful and malicious and/or reckless misconduct toward him. 

XII, RELIEF REQUESTED 

Wherefore, Plaintiff Gary R. Lover hereby sues Defendants the District of Columbia, 
Chief Charles H. Ramsey, Officer Anthony Manley, Sergeant Neill, Sergeant Sloan, 
Officer Abdalla, Detective Hendricks and other imnamed MPD Officers, and claims the 
sUm of: 

1) pecuniary damages to fully compensate Plaintiff for medical and psychiatric treatment 
necessitated by Defendants' acts; 

2) compensatory damages in excess of $500,000; 
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3) ptinitive daitiages in the amount of $5,000,000; 

4) attorney' s fees per 42 U.S .C. § 1 983 ; and 

5) any other rehef which this court decides is necessary in the interest of justice. 

XIII. JURY DEMAND 

PMntiff respectfully demands a jury trial in the aforementioned niatter. 




msn K, McT>aniel, Esq. -^ 
D.C. Bar # 452807 
McDaniel & Associates, P.A, 
1211 Connecticut Avenue 
Suite 506 

Washington, DC 20036 
Telephone: (202)331-0793 
Counsel for the Plaintiff 



VERIFICATION 

t, Gary R. Lover, have read the above complaint and verify under penalty of perjury that 
the facts which have been alleged are true to the best of ffiy knowledge and belief 
Executed this cD day of October, 2006 




Gary R. tmM 
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Ky TheLawOfSces 

of 

Brian K, MgDaniel 

12 1 1 Comiecticiit Avenue N.W, Suite #506 Wasiiingtdn D,C, 20036 



Brian K,MtDaiiaeI teleplxoiTe (5^2-331-0793) 

Facsimile (202-331-7004) 

Via First Glass Mailing; 

Mayor of the District of Columbia 

Office of Risk MHnagement 

ATTK:aaims 

441 4th Sti-eet, NW, Suite 800 South' 

Washington, DC 2O0O1 

Re, : Notice of Claim: Battery, Use of ExCe'sSive FoTce, Violatioa of 

Constitutional Rights, Violation of Civil Rights 
Date of Iiicidertt: September 2, 2006 

Claimant: Gary R. Lover 

Washington, DC 20019" 
H: (202)396-9046 
W: (703)236-9370 
UO.B: October 24, 1981 

SS#: 577-06-8992 

Ptirsuant to D.C, Code Section 12-309, this letter is to pi^Ovide notice of claim and 
to advise you that the Law Office of Brian K, McDatiiel will represeiit the clftim^ant Mr. 
Gary R, Lover in connection with the events herein described below. Mr. Lover suffered 
injury as a result of the utilawftil, non-consetLSual^ harmful and offensive contact made 
with his person via public cavity search by Officer Anthony Hartley ott September 2, 
2006, In addition to Officer Anthony Manley, several officers includitig but not iiinited 
to, Sergeant Neill, Sergearit Sloan, Officer Abdalla, arid Detective Hendripks were 
present and willfully failed to preclude Officer Manley's aforemeritioned viotetions of 
Mr. Lover's: rights. 

Over Mr, Lover's initial and continued objection to any invasive search by 
Officer Manley, the officer, did digitally penetrate the.aiius of Mr. Lover for a signifieaiit 
period of time, md while wearing a plastic glove, absent probable cause to believe any 
illegal activity on the part of Mr. Lover, This personal intrusion was conducted in a 
public area and in the presence of the aforementioned law enforcement officers. As a 
result of this abhorrent act Mr; Lover has: experienced and continLues to experience both 
physical and ©motional trauma for which he makes this ciaim, 
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' - ^ The Law OfSces 

of 

JD'RIAnIv, JVLcL/ANIEt 
121 1 Connectiout Avenue N, W. Stiite #506 Washington D.C. 20^036 



Brian K. McDaliiel Telephone (202-331-0793) 

FaGSimile (202-331-7004) 

As previously mentioned, this letter is to provide notice of a possible lawsuit 
against the District of Columbia, 

If you have any questions or if I may be of assistance in atay way, please be at 
liberty to contact me at our office. 



Sincerely, 

Briaii K. McDardel 



^:.^ 
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I (a) PLAINTIFFS 

(b) CGUNrrOF RESIDENCE OF FIRST LISTED PLAINTIFF l/^^ 



(EXCEPT IN tl,S. PLAINTIFF CASES) 



fO^a^i B^^--^^"?^ 



(C) ATTORNEYS (FIRM NAME, ADDRESS, AND TELEPHONE NUMBER) 

■nil' I, ill T' |- • ^ •• '■ • •••• • ■ ■ ^ ■ ■■ ■ •■■■ 



[L BASIS OF JURISDICTION 

(PLACE AN X IN ONE BOX ONLY) 



3 1 U,S, Government 

Plaintiff 



3 2 U.S. Government 
Defendant 



D 3 Federal Question 

Government Not a Party) 



Tsity 

te Citizenship of Parties 




lOCltlZE 

FORPLAlKftL: 



DEFENDANTS h f r ^^h c4. 6?Uj^i^l^^ CkMcs ^^ i^^-^^m^ 

COUNTY OF RESIDENCE OF FIRST LISTED DEPENDANT KS-^ 
{IN U;S, PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY) 

CASE NUMBER 1:06CV01872 

JUDGE: Henry H. KennedF 

DECK TYPE: Civil Rights (non- employment) 

DATE STAi-'lP: 11/02/2006 



(iitizen of 0is State 



RTF 

o-i 



Citizen of Another State P 2- 

Cidzen or Subject of a D 3 
Foreign Country 



DFT 

03 



Incorporated or Principal Place 
of Business in This "State 

Iiicoiporated and Principal Place 
of Business in Another State 

, Foreign Nation 



PTF 

06 



i)Ft 

U6 . 



IV. CASE ASSIGNMENT AN© NATURE OF SUIT 

(Place a X in one category^ A-N» that best represents your cause of action and one in a corresponding Nature of Siiijt) 



3 A. Antitrust 



J 410 Antitrust 



D B. Persanat Injury/ 
Malpractice 

O 310 Airplane 

D 315 Airplane Product Liabillfy 

a 320 Assault, Libel & Slander 

□ 330 Federal Employers Liability 

D 340 Marine 

O 345 Marine Product Liability 

C!35QMot«}rYeiiifcle 

D 355 Motor Vehicle Product Liability 

D 360 Other Personal Injury 

n 362 Medical Malpractice 

d 365 Product Liability 

0368 Asbestos PfiWluct Liability 



□ C, Administrative Agency 
Mevieip 

D 151 Medicare Act 
Social S^urrty: , 



D861HIA«I395ti) 
862 Black Lung (923) 
D 863 0IWC/DIWW (405(g) 
D 864 SSm Title XVI ^ 
O 865 RSI (405® 

Otfaer Statutes 

891 Agricultural Acts 



n 892 £ix>uomic Stabilization Act 



p 893 Environmental Matters 

O 894 Enerigy Allocation Act 

n 890 Other Statutory Actions (If 

Adminisitratiye Agency is Involved) 



O D/ Temporary Restraining 
Order/PtelitniHary 
Injunction 

Any nature of suit from any category hiay 
be selected for this category of case 
assignment. 

*(If Antitrust, then A governs)''' 



fE. General Civil (Other} ^R m .t\ Pro SeVeneral Civil 



sal Property 

210 Land Condemnadoo 

220 Foreclosure 

230 Rentj Lease & Ejectment 

240 Torts to ^and 

245 Tort Product Liability 

290 All Other Real Property 

rsonal Property 

370 Other Fraud 

371 Truth in Lending 

380 Other Personal Property Damage 
385 Property Damage Product Liability 



Bankruptcy 

D 422 Appeal 28 use 15S 

a 423 Withdrawal 28 use 157 

Prisoner Petitions 

O 5^5 Death Penalty 

D 540 Mandamus & Other 

□ 550 CivH Rights 

O S55 Prison Comiition 

Property Rights 
O S20 Copyrights 
D 830 Patent 
d 840 Trademark 

Federal Ta:x Suits 

O 870 Taxes (US plaintiff or 

defendant 
OS71IRS-Third Party 26 

use 7609 



Forfeiture/Penalty 

n 610 Agricultui^ 

a 620 other Food &I>rug 

D 625 Drug Related Seizure of 

Property 21 use 881 
O 630 Liquor Laws 
D 640 RR& Truck 
D 650 Airline Regs 
O 660 Occupational 

Safety/Health 
O 690 Other 



Otfaer Statutes 

O 400 State Reapportionment 

P 43& Banks ^ Banking 

D 450 Commerce/ice 

Rates/^tc* 

O- 460 Deportation 



O 470 Racketeer Ittflueht~ed& Corrupt 
Organizations 
Consumer GrediiE 
Cable/SateUite TV 
Selective Service 



D 480 
D 490 
G 810 
O 850 




Securlties/Commoditieis/ 
Exchange , ' 

Customer Challenge 12 USC 
3410 j 

Appeal of fee deterniumtion 
under ^ual access to Justice 



D 875 

a '900 

D 950 Constit^tionanty of State 

O 890 



Statute? 

Other Statutory Actions <ijr not 
admlnistratiye agency review or 
Privacy Act 



G. Bajbeas Cc^m^ 

)3ft Habeas^ Corpiis-G^njeraJ 
^0 Mptlon/ya^ca*,e Senletvce 



Gase^ l .Ub^clV-0 1872-HH^ D 



H. Emp^^nt 
Discrimination 

a 442.Civltmghts-t;mpioyment 
^ '(criteria: ea(;e^,gjend,er/5eix, 
national o,riginj 
dlscrimiftiiion^^lsabilify 
age* rengi5>n, retaliation) 



se,i,elj?jc^#is d^feck)* 



TQCt 
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If, Labor/EMSA 

: (nonremphyment) 

10 Eair Labor Standards Act 
26 Labojc/Algmt Relations 
30 Labor/Mgmt* Reporting & 

,l3(is^l,Q^,ifi:e Act 'y. 
4^I^hi^r ^flway. Acat . 
5(|C^hir Lab^r Uti^tij[^n 
94]5iiipi ije^tfelJ&^Jt^rity Act' 




tK\i\ 




QtiterCi^l Rights 
(non-efiipfoyment) 

D 441 Voting (if not Voting Rights 

Act) 
S^^yHousing/Accoramodations 

e?%^0thera5« . 

^g^|l6 i^li^erfc^nj^^isabilitl^' 
Eniployitie.nt 
n 44jS A^eric;atts ^/Disabilities- 
Other 



PL miA/PRIVACij^ 

ACT ^^ 

P 8^5 Fi-eedom of Information Act 
■B- 890 Other Statutory Actions 
(if Privacy Act) 



^(If pj:o s,e, select this decfe)*^ 



"CiM^ Co fUr'^^ V 

tl 1X0 Insurance 
P Vm Marine 
013fl Miller Act 
PHft.Ne^Jtiable Instrument 

P 159^ Rej&pv^vof Oi^rpayment of 

Veteran ^sBefteG^ 
D l<5j) S^ocJthoider&siiljts 

D 190 pther€^nfr#^ 

a 195 0^4tra,et PrpduGt LjabiHty 

D1P6 Franchise ^ 



D J* Student Loan 

D 152 Recovery of Defaulted Student 
Loans (cxciudlng veterans) 



ON* Three-Judge Court 

a 441 Civil Rights-Voting (if Voting 
Rights Act) 



P 2 Removed 
from State 
Court 



3 Remanded from 
Appellate Conrt 



O 4 Reinstated 
or Reopened 



n 5 Transferred from 
aoothc*^ district 
(specifyl 



b Multi district 
Litigation 



njAppealto 
District Judge 
from Mag. 
Judge 



CAUSE OF ACTION (CIT%^ U^, CIVIL STATUTE UND£R WHICH YOU ARE FILING AND WRITE A BRIEF STATEMENT OF CAUSE.) 



lyBQUEStED IN CHECK iF THIS IS A CLASS 
COMPLAINT . U ACTION UNDER F.R.C.P, 23 
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